COMPARISON OF DELIVERY SYSTEMS - ALL FIGURES BASED ON SFY |
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oL Q2 Q3 Q4 oL Q2 oz | o4 QL Q2 Q3 Q4 oL Q2 Q3 Q4| Average | Average | Average | Average|  Diff %DIff | Diff | %Diff | Diff | %Diift | Dift | oDitt | Dt | oebit | ot [ oDift
PHYSICIAN COUNT- I
FFS 123 129 135 136 131 139 l:ﬂ 136 131 128 134 136 134 131 140 128 131 136| 132 133 0 0.0% 5| 3.6%| 0| 0.0% -3 -2.4% -8 -59% 1]  0.8%
HO 63 72 68 51 61 49 48 51 49 48 69 76 53 52 41 45| 64 52 61 48| 0 0.0% -11| -17.7%| 25| 49.0% 8| 15.8% -31| -40.4% -13| -20.9%|
UMP 46 46! 47 48| 50 51 50! 51 51 51 45 47, 48| 47 46 51 47 51 49| 48| 3 6.3% 4 8.0%)| -4 -7.8% -2| -4.0% 4 8.5% -1]  -1.3%
PEBB 116 131 80 65 69 52 69 68| 72 77 45 42| 55 47 47 50 98 65 59| 50 3 4.6% -34| -34.2% -26| -38.2%) -6 -8.5%| 8| 19.8% -9| -15.7%]
CLIENT COUNT
FFS 5,181 5,446 5,278 5,305 5,437, 5,597 5,410 5,628| 5,859 5,781 6,360 6,117] 5,955/ 5,836 5,607| 5,838 5,303 5,518 6,029] 5,809 322 6.1% 215 4.1% 489 8.7% 511 9.3% -278| -4.6%) -220| -3.7%
HO 8,280 8,175 8,532 8,573 8,490 8,351 8,577 8,403 8,187 8,300 9,439 9,419| 8,872 8,477 8,642 8,313' 8,390 8,455 8,836] 8,576} -170] -2.0% 65 0.8%| 1,016] 12.1% 381 4.5%| -1,105| -11.7% -260] -2.9%)
UMP 1,359 1,384 1,555, 1,538 1,519 1,536 1,476 1,463 1,446 1,451 1,526 1,533 1,522 1,532] 2,083 2,119 1,459 1,499 1,489] 1,814 -75| -4.9% 40| 2.7% 70| 4.8% -10| -0.6% 586| 38.2% 325| 21.8%
PEBB 3,131 3,182 2,580 2,934 2,951 3,022 2,967 2,966 2,957 2,994 2,925 2,941 2,932 2,940 2,432| 2,498 2,957 2,977 2,954] 2,700 32 1.1% 20 0.7%| -25| -0.8% -22| -0.7%] -443| -15.1% -254| -8.6%)
RATIO™ | |
FFS 23.7 23.7 25.6 25.g 24.1 24.8 25.1 24.2 22.4 221 21.1 22.2| 22.5 22.4 250/ 21.9| 24.7 24.6 22.0 23.0 -15| -5.7% -0.1] -0.4% -1.9| -8.0% -2.6| -10.6%| -0.3] -1.4% 10| 4.6%
HO 7.6 8.8 8.0 5.9 7.2 5.9 5.6 6.1 6.0 5.8 7.3 8.1 5.9 6.2 4.7 5.5 7.6 6.2 6.8 5.6 0.1 2.0% -1.4| -18.5%| 2.0] 33.0%] 0.6 9.8%| -2.6| -32.4% -1.2| -17.8%|
UMP 33.8] 33.2 30.2 31.2 32.9 33.2 33.9 34.9 35.3 35.1 29.5 30.7| 31.3 30.4 22.2| 241 32.1 33.7 32.6 27.0) 3.7] 11.7% 16| 4.9% -4.2| -12.1% -1.1] -3.2% -6.6| -21.5%) -5.6| -17.3%|
PEBB 37.0) 41.2 31.0 22.2 23.4) 17.2 23.3 22.9] 24.3) 25.7 15.4 14.3 18.6 16.1 19.2 20.2 32.8) 21.7 19.9 18.5 0.8 3.5% -11.2| -34.0%] -8.6| -37.7%) -1.8| -8.1% 5.9| 41.1% -1.4|  -7.1%]
TOP QUARTILE
FFS 64.0%) 65.1%| 69.0% 70.0%)| 68.7%| 70.0%| 67.9%| 67.8%| 65.5%| 68.5%| 70.3%| 69.5%| 69.2%| 68.9%| 67.2%| 66.8%| 67.0%| 68.6%| 68.4%| 68.0%| -2.2%| -3.1% 1.6%| 2.4% 17%| 25%| -0.1%| -0.2%| -2.7%| -3.9%| -0.4%| -0.6%|
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* COUNT is the unduplicated count of physicians and/or clients.
** RATIO is the number of active physicians per 1000 clients.
*+ TOP QUARTILE is the percent of client visits provided by the top 25% of the most active physicians.
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